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Introduction 

I lived at MHFM from September 2005 to December 2007, thinking that I was becoming a 
Benedictine monk at the world's last beacon of true doctrine. Now I see that I was taken in by a cult 
operated by con artists. I have only myself to blame, and I've long since moved on. 

A decade later, the Dimonds are still running their show: pretending to be Benedictine monks, 
spreading false doctrine, receiving donations, and encouraging people to become their cult followers. 
This letter is my attempt to combat this. 

There is plenty that could be said about MHFM, but I will focus on two very serious points 
where I can prove that the Dimonds were and are willfully dishonest: (1) their handling of my money 
as an entrant to MHFM, (2) their claim to be Benedictine monks in a Benedictine monastery. 

1. Money matters 

At the time I entered MHFM, I had well over a million dollars that I had inherited. When I left, 
they had it, and they kept it. Most people don't need to hear much more than that to get the picture. 

I sued to recover the money, and I lost. The judge dismissed my claims on summary judgment, 
and the case never went to trial. 1 I chose not to appeal the decision. 

Before I entered MHFM, Frederick Dimond (“Brother Michael”) said that I must transfer my 
assets to MHFM, but that I should designate in writing a portion to be returned to me should I decide to 
leave. This was presented to me as the standard procedure for persons entering a monastery. I can't 

1 The judge's reasoning is in this Order: https://drive.google.com/open?id=0BxchIU3wZYCIcFBZM05oTGNFeUE 
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document exactly what Frederick said about it, as we mainly communicated by telephone at that time, 
but my own emails around that time make it sufficiently clear (see Document A, pp. 9-11). It's also 
fairly clear from Frederick's own later remarks: “before he entered, I said to him explicitly, I said, Write 
down, I said, and send to me, in a written form, a figure, of what you would want in the event that you 
would leave. Because this way we would know, ok, if the religious life isn't for you, you don’t want to 
continue, this way there are no problems. You can give us a figure, put down a number, and we will 
give that back to you in the event that you leave.” (see Document B, pp. 12-13) 

It wasn't practical for me to just transfer all my assets to MHFM because I had to pay a large 
amount of taxes the next year and some the year after that. Frederick decided that I could enter the 
community and keep in my own name the money I would need for taxes. 

When I took up residence at MHFM, I asked Frederick Dimond what my duties would be. I 
thought there would be something to read about how to be a monk. He told me to do whatever he says 
and to leam as I went along. In retrospect this was a red flag, because the usual thing is for entrants 
into a religious community to be taught their rights and responsibilities in detail, as spelled out in the 
Code of Canon Law and the constitutions of the Order or congregation. I was never given any such 
information. Frederick did give me the Rule of St. Benedict to read, but it had no practical value 
except as spiritual reading. About the only point of the Rule that was observed as a rule at MHFM was 
to abstain from the flesh meat of four-footed animals. 

In fact, there was no novitiate at all at MHFM, in the sense of a period of instruction and 
spiritual formation in preparation for life as a consecrated religious. There was no program of studies; 
there was no change in my daily routine when I became a novice or when I became a professed monk. 

I could have read for myself the lengthy section in the Code of Canon Law on religious (canons 
487-681), as in fact I did in late 2007, but the Dimonds never told me to read them or instructed me 
about them. I was never shown or taught any written religious constitutions governing MHFM, nor any 
documents governing MHFM as a corporate entity under the civil law. 

At the time I was entering MHFM, I was still a rather recent convert from Protestantism, and I 
held the Dimonds in very high regard and did not sense any danger. I thought that any deviations from 
standard monastic procedure were the result of the unusual circumstances: the very small size of the 
“monastery,” and the Vatican II apostasy. 

More to the present point, in my first weeks at MHFM Frederick Dimond did not pursue any 
documentation of the money to be returned to me should I depart from MHFM. I had asked him by 
email if he thought $30,000.00 was a reasonable amount (see Document C, pp. 14-15), and I don't 
remember him ever answering that question. He didn’t bring up the subject and I didn't either, probably 
because I was uncertain how much money I wanted to claim. 

Years later I obtained proof that the lack of documentation was Frederick's deliberate choice: I 
was the only entrant to MHFM in the relevant time period who was not asked to sign a release of 
liability. This was revealed when the release forms came out in my lawsuit against MHFM (see 
Document D, pp. 16-20). These forms say that no accounts are to be kept between the entrant and 
MHFM. If such a form had been presented to me, it would probably have led to written documentation 
being made of the amount of money to be returned to me if I should depart. 

I think it's clear that Frederick avoided the usual written documentation in my case in order to 
put himself in a position to keep my money if I left. Even had he not departed from standard procedure 
as to the release form, there's no excuse for a would-be monastic superior to not obtain written 
documentation of his obligation to return a portion of a million dollars he had just received. This was 
his responsibility as the one in authority. Any decent person in his position would have taken care to 
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protect my interests if I was too foolish to see to it myself. 

When my large transfer to MHFM went through in November 2005, Frederick again did not ask 
how much money I wanted to designate to be returned to me should I depart. It's clear that the transfer 
was not understood as a donation at the time, because Frederick routinely wrote acknowledgment 
letters within weeks of receiving a donation, and for several months no such letter was written for my 
transfer of money. 

As tax day was approaching, I still had not “written down” the amount of money to be returned 
to me if I were to depart. I assumed that I had to claim a charitable deduction on my 2005 taxes for my 
large transfer to MHFM, or else lose the opportunity to claim it. With that in mind I asked Frederick to 
sign an acknowledgment letter for the full amount of the donation (see Document E, p. 21). In the 
following days, I corresponded by email with my longtime tax preparer, who advised me to obtain an 
acknowledgment letter for a smaller amount (see Document F, pp. 22-26). Some quotations: 

Michael Trawick, tax preparer, 4 April 2006: 

[D]uring our discussions last year, you indicated that there were future dates at which you could reclaim 
assets you transferred to the monastery, which you designated as your own - was all of your gift last year 
irrevocably transferred to the monastery, or can you reclaim it later? If you can reclaim the assets, under 
what circumstances? 

Eric Hoyle, 5 April 2006: 

It would be possible for me to reclaim gifts if I were to leave the monastery at the conclusion of my 
novitiate, Sept. 27, or possibly at an earlier time if I were to leave (there is no vow to finish out the 
novitiate, if one chooses to leave). The amount I could reclaim is not fixed, but would be at least $50,000 
and probably much more. This should be a moot point because even if 1 do leave the monastery, I do not 
envision myself reclaiming the gift. 

Michael Trawick, 6 April 2006: 

I will prepare tax projections this morning, estimating the amount of tax due for 2005 with and without a 
charitable deduction for the assets transferred to MHFM, so that I'll know what parameters I'm dealing 
with. In the meantime, please speak with Brother Michael and ascertain what portion of your transfer last 
year you and he believe represents a deductible charitable contribution under the aforementioned 
constraints. 

Eric Hoyle, 6 April 2006: 

The portion we have decided upon as a "completed gift" is $750,000. I think the acknowledgment letter 
should state the total amount given, in shares and in US dollars, then state "of this amount, $750,000 is a 
completed gift". Is this correct? 

Michael Trawick, 6 April 2006: 

I would prefer that the acknowledgment for the $750,000 completed gift indicate only the shares 
comprising the $750,000 gift; I think a separate document could spell out the arrangements for the 
remaining portion of the assets transferred. If you're asked for documentation supporting the gift, which is 
quite likely, a separate acknowledgment of the completed portion of the transfer will provide a cleaner trail 
for the examiner. 
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The revised acknowledgment letter, which states that I donated $750,000 to MHFM, was signed 
on the next day, April 7 (see Document G, p. 27). I don't remember what was said between myself and 
Frederick Dimond before he signed it, but he must have understood that the letter stated less (far less!) 
than the full amount of my actual transfer so that I could receive a partial refund without tax 
consequences. What other reason could there have been? 

Frederick knew that I had still not decided the amount of money to be returned to me if I should 
depart. This is certain because not long afterward, on his own initiative, he told me to decide the 
amount. This must have happened after the April 7 acknowledgment letter because that letter doesn't 
fit with the amount I chose. The April 7 letter implies that I had chosen about $483,000 (the difference 
between $1,233,000 and $750,000) to be returned should I leave, but at that time the amount was still 
undecided. 

The conversation in which Frederick asked me to decide the amount is one of my clearer 
memories about the money because of the emotions involved. At that time I was thinking of leaving 
MHFM and I wanted to at least have the right to claim a large amount of money should I depart. I was 
afraid that Frederick would get angry and confrontational about it. I told him $750,000. Much to my 
surprise, he took it matter-of-factly and the conversation soon ended. He did not tell me to write it 
down, much less to draw up a contract for him to sign, much less to fill out a standard form for 
recording such amounts (ha!), but I did go to my room and write out a statement that I had chosen 
$750,000 to be returned to me should I depart. I don't remember if Frederick ever saw it, but as best I 
recall I put it in one of his desk drawers. 

This was my testimony in the lawsuit. The Dimonds act like it is a huge lie and almost an 
absurdity. No, the absurdity is Frederick's claim that I chose and wrote down $30,000 in the email 
mentioned above (Document C, pp. 14-15) in which I asked what he thought about that amount. He 
said this in the audio file that the Dimonds published in July 2009, mentioned above (Document B, pp. 
12-13). Here's the quotation: 

Frederick Dimond: “You can give us a figure, put down a number, and we will give that back to 
you in the event that you leave. So, he did send me that email, which I kept, in which he said, 
he put down the figure of thirty thousand dollars. He says, perhaps thirty thousand dollars, in 
his email, and this was Exhibit A, I believe, in our lawsuit, and anyone who wants to go and see 
this — we may even put it on our website, for people to view this.” 

Needless to say, Frederick did not return $30,000 to me when I left; he returned me nothing. 
And his real claim, not for public consumption, was that there was never an agreement to return any 
amount. He said this to me by email two days after I left (Document H, p. 28-31): 

“No specific agreement as to how much money you would get back was ever made anyway.” 

He also said this in his sworn deposition. The Dimonds designated Frederick's entire deposition 
as confidential, but this part was made public in the judge's order of 22 June 2012: 

“Frederick Dimond testified that there was never any agreement, either verbal or written, by 
which plaintiff was guaranteed to receive any money upon leaving MHFM (Dimond Dep., pp. 
64-65).” (Order of 22 June 2012, p. 23) 2 

2 Online here: https://drive. google.com/open?id=0BxchIU3wZYCIcFBZM05oTGNFeUE 
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At this point, Frederick's dishonesty should be clear. But there's another aspect to this: 
Frederick's policy that entrants to MHFM must transfer their assets to the “monastery” is in flagrant 
violation of the 1917 Code of Canon Law, which has provisions to safeguard the property of entrants 
into a religious community: 

Canon 568 

If, during the novitiate, the novice in any way whatever renounces his benefices or his property, 
or encumbers them, such a renunciation or encumbrance is not only illicit, but by the law it is 
invalid. 


Canon 569 

Before profession of simple vows, whether temporary or perpetual, a novice must for the whole 
time in which he is bound by simple vows cede the administration of his goods to whomever he 
wishes, and, unless the constitutions provide otherwise, he freely disposes of their use and fruit. 

If this cession or disposition was omitted because of a lack of goods and later [the novice] 
comes into property, or it if was done and [the novice] later obtained goods by another title, [the 
cession or disposition] shall be repeated according to the norm established in § 1 
notwithstanding having given simple profession. 

A novice in a religious Congregation before profession of temporary vows shall freely produce 
a will concerning present goods and those perhaps to be acquired. 


Canon 570 

Nothing for the expenses of postulancy or novitiate can be required except for food and the 
religious habit that in the constitutions or in express contract has been indicated will be owed 
upon entering postulancy or the novitiate. 

Whatever the aspirant brought and has not consumed by use shall be restored to him if he leaves 
the religious [institute] without having given profession. 


Canon 580 

Anyone professed by simple vows, whether perpetual or temporary, unless otherwise provided 
in the constitutions, maintains proprietary rights over his goods and the capacity of acquiring 
other goods, except for those that are prescribed in Canon 569. 

Whatever he acquires by effort or by reason of the religious [institute], he acquires for the 
religious [institute]. 

A professed can change the cession or disposition [of goods] mentioned in Canon 569.2, but not 
by his own judgment, unless the constitutions allow it, but with the permission of the supreme 
Moderator or, if it concerns nuns, with the permission of the local Ordinary and, if a monastery 
is subject to regulars, [of] the regular Superior, providing the change of at least a notable part of 
the goods is not done in favor of the religious [institute]; and upon leaving the religious 
[institute], a cession or disposition of this sort has no force. 
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Canon 581 

One professed by simple vows cannot validly before, but within sixty days before solemn 
profession must, renounce all goods that he actually has, in favor of whomever he wants, 
subject to the condition of profession [actually] following, with due regard for any particular 
indults granted by the Holy See. 

Upon profession, everything that is necessary for the renunciation to have effect in civil law 
must be done immediately. 3 


These canons were designed to prevent the very thing that happened to me. They require an 
entrant into a religious community to retain ownership of his property so that he will have it in case he 
leaves or is asked to leave. The language is strong: according to canon 568, if a novice renounces his 
property, by the law his action is null and void (ipso iure irrita est ). Commenting on this canon, 
Augustine says, “The reason for this enactment is to guarantee the freedom of the novice, so that no 
obstacle may detain him if he wishes to return to the world.” 4 It would be unjust to take a man's 
property and then tell him he is “free” to walk away with the shirt on his back. Yet this was exactly my 
situation at MHFM, according to the Dimonds. 

The 1990 Constitutions of the American-Cassinese Congregation of the Order of St. Benedict 
make similar provisions for an entrant to retain ownership of his property. I have not obtained a pre- 
Vatican II version of this document, but naturally its provisions would agree with those of the 1917 
Code of Canon Law. That is to say, there is nothing Benedictine about what Frederick Dimond said 
must be done with my money as an entrant into MHFM. 

It should now be clear that the Dimonds were very much in the wrong in their handling of my 
money. Such dishonesty and depredation is really shocking. No honest Catholic monastery would ever 
have accepted a large amount of money from a postulant, much less insisted on holding all his money 
as a condition of entry, much less allowed the transaction to occur without a written contract specifying 
the amount and conditions upon which the money would be returned. And that was just the beginning 
of the scam. If you can't see it, you really should ask yourself if you've become a cult member. 

2. Benedictines? 

As of this writing, the MHFM website still says that Joseph Natale, the monastery's founder, 
became a Benedictine monk at St. Vincent Archabbey, and that he founded MHFM as a Benedictine 
monastery with permission from the Archabbot at St. Vincent. Actually the statement is slickly worded 
to not actually state that Natale became a monk or that he had permission to do anything more than 
leave. 1 But it's clear that this is what the statement intends to convey. 

The truth is that Joseph Natale was a lay brother candidate at St. Vincent Archabbey for a few 
weeks in 1960. In 1963, he corresponded with then Archabbot Strittmatter about his desire to found a 
religious congregation for handicapped men. It was only after Natale had started his community for 


3 Rev. C. Augustine's commentary: https://archive.org/details/OnTheNewCodeOfCanonLawV3 . pp. 244-82 

4 Augustine, op. cit., p. 245 

1 “Brother Joseph Natale was trained at St. Vincent’s benedictine Arch-abbey in Latrobe, PA. St. Vincent’s Arch-abbey 
was the largest Benedictine monastery in the United States. In the 1960’s, Bro. Joseph left with the permission of the 
then Archabbot Dennis Strittmatter to start his own Benedictine community. Shortly after leaving St. Vincent’s, Bro. 
Joseph started his Benedictine community in southern New Jersey.” 
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handicapped men that he began to call it a Benedictine monastery. 

These points are proved by records from St. Vincent Archabbey (Document I, pp. 32-36) and 
video of Joseph Natale. 2 3 In St. Vincent's list of lay brother candidates, “Joe Natala” appears fifth from 
the bottom of the page, with arrival date 7/7/60, departure date 8/1/60. In a letter to Archabbot 
Strittmatter, written in February 1963, Natale says he was “a brother candidate at St. Vincents” and 
asks for a testimonial letter to help him establish a religious congregation for handicapped men. From 
this letter and Archabbot Strittmatter's reply, it is clear that Mr. Natale was not a Benedictine monk. 

In the video, at 2:15, Natale says, “The main thought in the beginning actually was to establish 
a community for handicaps.” 

Also, even if Joseph Natale had been a lay brother at St. Vincent Archabbey, such a person 
would never have been sent alone to found a new Benedictine monastery. There is a procedure in the 
Benedictine Constitutions for founding a new monastery, and it doesn't say “pick a lay brother and send 
him off.” In the 1990 Constitutions of the American-Cassinese Congregation - the best approximation 
I have found to those force in the 1960s at St. Vincent Archabbey - at least four monks must be sent to 
establish a new dependent priory, and their prior (superior) must be a solemnly professed monk. 

So the Dimonds' continued claims about Joseph Natale, which they affirmed under oath, 1 are 
demonstrably false. 

But are they at least trying to live like Benedictine monks? During the two years I was at 
MHFM, there was no regular schedule, and no meals or prayer in common except occasionally. We 
each went about our own business as we saw fit. I was awake each day from around 6:15 am to 10:15 
pm; the Dimonds usually stayed up most of the night, not infrequently into the daylight hours, and slept 
during the day. We never once prayed the Rosary or the Divine Office in common. As far as I could 
observe, the Dimonds would individually “pray the Divine Office” by reading silently from an English- 
language breviary that I believe was a 1962 edition. Frederick would typically do this in about 45 
minutes in one sitting each day, and he wouldn't necessarily use the volume with the correct Propers for 
the time of year. 

Never once did we have any kind of Benedictine ceremony with the whole community present. 

I think the Dimonds were uncomfortable with that kind of thing because they knew all along that it was 
a charade. You become a novice at MHFM when Frederick sees you in the kitchen, gives you a habit, 
and asks what religious name you have chosen. When I professed my temporary vows, Frederick did 
not even call the other members of the community to act as witnesses. 

Why the Benedictine charade? For the impression conveyed by those letters “O.S.B.” They 
represent learning, piety, and regular observance of a holy Rule. The public relations advantage is 
immense. Oh, and the Dimonds can fulfill the “promises made to St. Benedict” by “at the End of the 
World, in the final battle, rendering] great services to the holy Church and confirming] many in the 
faith” (MHFM website, “Info on our Benedictine Community”). 

Conclusion 

It has been shown that the Dimonds have been dishonest about two very serious matters: 
receiving money from entrants to their “monastery” and their Benedictine status. How likely is it that 
such dishonest people are the last beacon of true doctrine in the world? Not very likely. 


2 Online here: https://drive.google,com/open?id=0BxchIU3wZYCIeDExbTRBdmduaGs 

3 See Interrogatory #4 on pp. 5-6 here: https://drive.google.com/open?id=OBxchIU3wZYCISSltRD15S3FnOGM 
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If you are still on the fence about following the Dimonds, then by all means do your own 
investigation. Here are some ideas: 

1. Ask if you can visit the “monastery”. 

2. Ask to see the transcript of Frederick Dimond's deposition on 9 March 2011. 

3. Ask for a video of the Dimond brothers praying the Divine Office. 

4. Ask for details and documentation of Frederick Dimond’s novitiate and monastic vows. 

5. If the answer is no, ask why! And start putting two and two together. 

Or if you've heard enough already, just make a clean break from the MHFM cult, and give 
thanks to God that you didn’t get in any deeper than you did. If you're wondering why this letter is so 
slow to appear, or why more people haven't spoken against the Dimonds, consider how you would react 
if you received a letter like Document J on p. 37. If you're not wealthy and you have a family to take 
care of, such a letter will zip your lips in short order. So please take this opportunity to wake up to the 
reality of MHFM. 
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Document A, p. 1 

From: Eric Hoyle <eric_hoyle@yahoo.com> 

Subject: financial matters 

Date: September 10, 2005 7:26:34 PM EDT 

To: mhfml@aol.com 

Brother Michael, 

I have spoken more with my tax advisor. He brought up an important point: I will owe over $200,000 
in taxes in April 2006. He thinks it is not advisable (perhaps not possible) for Most Holy Family 
Monastery to pay my taxes, as this does not come under the purposes of a "charitable organization". I 
don't know what kind of punishment the monastery would face for paying my taxes - perhaps taxes, 
perhaps a fine, perhaps worse. 

Unless you determine that the monastery certainly can pay my taxes, I will have to keep enough money 
in my name for that tax bill in April. 

Also, because the inheritance that I am scheduled to receive in May 2006 is technically in my name, I 
will have to pay taxes on its earnings in the first five months of 2006. These taxes are due in April 
2007, although it may be possible to pay them a few months earlier. As far as I can see, if it is a strict 
rule that no money be in my name upon entering MHFM, then I can't do it, at least until April 2006 if 
not a year later. The only possible alternative, in theory, would be to pay large estimated taxes up front, 
which could conceivably get all assets out of my name by January 2006. But this would mean losing 
large amounts of money to idleness and to the government, and risking criminal charges if my 
estimates were wrong. 

Please let me know what to make of this situation. If I cannot enter as a postulant while money 
remains in my name, perhaps I can be a guest under obedience? 

Other news: Guinor stock rose to $1.05 Canadian on Friday, and Brad King expects its rise to continue. 
Eric 
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Document A, p. 2 

Subject: Re: major event 
From: "Michael Trawick" 

Date: 9/6/2005 10:34 AM 

To: "Eric Hoyle" <eric_hoyle@yahoo.com> 


Eric, 

Do you have time to come in and meet for an hour on so this week? I'm available this 
afternoon, all day tomorrow, Thursday afternoon, and all day Friday. 

I'd like to discuss your plans with you, and I have some questions concerning your 2004 
returns (not yet filed, under extension through 10/17/05) that we'll need to address. 

Michael 

-Original Message-From: "Eric Floyle" <eric hoyle(Syahoo.com> 

To: "Michael Trawick" 

Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2005 12:05 PM 
Subject: major event 


Mr. Trawick, 

I have decided to enter a monastery, which means transferring all my assets to that 
organization. I need to get as much as possible, ideally everything, out of my own name, 
and I want your advice on this. 

The monastery, titled "Most Floly Family Monastery" and located in Fillmore, New York, 
qualifies as a tax-exempt organization. That should help. 

I suppose it is easy enough to transfer assets, but a couple of questions come to mind: 

1. Flow much money (roughly) will need to be reserved to pay taxes? 

2. Does this money need to be in my own name, or can my taxes be paid by the monastery? 

Flere are the statistics to calculate my 2005 taxes (tell me if something is missing): 

Short-term LOSS = redacted 
Long-term GAIN = redacted 
Qualifying Gifts: 

CASH = redacted 

STOCK = none yet, but plan to make a large gift to the monastery, enough to fulfill the 
max. allowable deduction. 

Also any taxes and penalties on withdrawing roughly $12,000 from a ROTH IRA established 
in 1998. 

It is worth mentioning that the process of entering a monastery is years-long, with at 
least three scheduled times when one may freely choose to leave. If I were to do that, I 
would receive back into my own name whatever assets I claimed as mine upon entering 
(probably a minority portion of what I have now). 

Once I have become a monk, I will still be "Eric Hoyle" in the eyes of US law, but I will 
not hold property in my own name. Because of this, I am concerned that my parents may 
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Re: major event 


Document A, p. 3 

try to deny me the remaining trust assets that are scheduled for transfer next May. I'd 
like your thoughts on how to prevent this., if you think it is a possibility. 

At present, I am still in Winston-Salem with the same contact info. I expect to move to 
New York within the next couple of weeks. At the monastery I can check email easily 
(same address); also, here is the address etc.: 

Most Holy Family Monastery 
4425 Schneider Road 
Fillmore, NY 14735 
585-567-4433 
585-567-8352 fax 

Thanks, 

Eric 


11 


2 of 2 


5/4/2017 1:38 PM 






Document B, p. 1 


Transcript of “lawsuit_discussion.mp3” 

Published at www.mostholyfamilymonastery.com on or about July 26, 2009 
Transcribed by Eric Hoyle 

Excerpt on Money (5:52 - 12:11) 

FD: One other note is that before he came into the community, before he joined, he was going to give, 
you know, his money, basically, to the monastery, but he wanted to give a donation to another 
organization that, even though they were promoting a lot of truth, were promoting a few things that 
were not completely right, and so we said, we can't have you come in here if you're gonna donate. 

Now this meant, and we realized it, losing, you know, a super-large donation, and so, but we said no, 
it's something where like, we don't, he can't support that group and if he wants to give a donation, even 
though it wasn't that much, we said you can’t do it, and if that's what you want to do, you can't enter our 
community, and this meant losing all the money that he donated, if he said to himself, ok, well I don't 
agree with you guys, I want to donate, give this small donation to this group anyway, then we wouldn't 
have gotten anything from the guy; he never would have joined, et cetera. And so we were willing, and 
are willing, always, to stand by the faith, the truths of the faith, no matter what the cost is. And so the 
bottom line is he thought about it, and maybe he was even surprised that we just said no, you can't 
support him or whatever, and so he said ok, I agree, and he decided to come in and he didn't decide to 
support this group that was promoting a lot of truth but a little heresy. 

RD: And so he entered our community in September of 2005. He was here for a number of months 
before he made an extremely large donation to the monastery. 

FD: And maybe you mentioned, before, even before he came in, he gave some sizable donations, 
several of them, which we gave receipts for. Ah the donations that he gave, we gave him receipts; 
they're handed to him, the amount that he gave to us, and he never said, Oh no no, this is not what, you 
know, I’m giving to you. No problem with that. 

RD: No strings attached. 

FD: No strings attached. And in addition to this, before he entered, I said to him explicitly, I said, 

Write down, I said, and send to me, in a written form, a figure, of what you would want in the event 
that you would leave. Because this way we would know, ok, if the religious life isn't for you, you don't 
want to continue, this way there are no problems. You can give us a figure, put down a number, and we 
will give that back to you in the event that you leave. So, he did send me that email, which I kept, in 
which he said, he put down the figure of thirty thousand dollars. He says, perhaps thirty thousand 
dollars, in his email, and this was Exhibit A, I believe, in our lawsuit, and anyone who wants to go and 
see this — we may even put it on our website, for people to view this. 

RD: Which disproves these false reports that are being circulated by different newspapers, et cetera, 
that there was some agreement for some huge amount of money that he would receive back if he left. 
That's simply untrue. 

FD: Yeah, the newspapers are reporting that he entered into an agreement, or signed an agreement, or 
that they signed an agreement that he would get, you know, x amount, a huge figure. Well guess what, 
there was no statement that said, Eric Hoyle will receive this figure. It's baloney! It's just a flat-out he. 
And so, but that's not even mentioned in some of these; I think it's one newspaper didn't even say he 
claims that he entered an agreement. No, it's, he entered in an agreement and now is trying to recover 
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this, that they agreed to. Just absolutely false! 

RD: And all of our enemies and other people who summarize this report, they just, you know, give his 
side of the story and they use this false fact, and they don't even mention any of these other things. 

FD: And, see, that's one of the real injustices that's going on with this particular lawsuit, that everyone 
and the people that are reading this are like, hey, they said that they would give him, in the event that he 
would leave, you know, this amount of money, so they're the ones that have got to be wrong in this 
case, and it's just like, and since you have, obviously, among the media outlets that are out there, so few 
people, obviously, if any, among them, that are of good will, they're all gonna take his side of the story, 
and basically try to make us look as bad as possible. 

RD: And so this extremely large donation that he finally made was in November of 2005, after he had 
entered our community for a few months, and he had already visited before that twice, so he was 
familiar with our way of life, he had been here for months, ok, he was, of course, totally familiar with 
all of our religious positions, and we would never let anyone into our community who was not in full 
agreement, of course, on all the issues of faith. And so his lawsuit essentially sues us for fraud, for 
claiming to be Benedictines, and claiming to have the ability to set up a Benedictine monastery, and 
make people members of the Order of St. Benedict, when there is "an officially established Order of St. 
Benedict," and you're not part of it, and so it's fraudulent for you to present yourself as if you are part 
of it. Ok, and so you can't use the title O.S.B. That's his entire lawsuit, and I'll explain how it's 
morphing as we go along here. 
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Subject: arrangements for entering MHFM 
0]9k From: Eric Hoyle <eric_hoyle@yahoo.com> 
™ Date: Tue, 30 Aug 2005 11:05:48 -0400 
To: mhfinl@aol.com 



Brother Michael, 

I found out yesterday that it is possible to get out of the contract on my 
house without a penalty, starting whenever a new renter can be found. I placed an 
ad in the paper and will see what comes up. Even if there are no takers for many 
weeks, I should not have to take care of the place, just pay the rent. 

As for financial considerations, there are a couple of difficult points that come 
to mind: 

1. I will have to pay taxes at least through next April - probably quite a lot 
because I realized a lot of stock gains early this year. So, I will need to keep 
money in reserve for this. 

2. I plan to give the vast majority of my holdings as an outright gift. As for 
the part that would be written down under my name and would revert to me if I 
departed, perhaps around $30,000? Even that sounds excessive, but it comes to mind 
as a small portion of what I am accustomed to having. Give me your thoughts on 
this. 

Also, I expect the US Dollar to lose much of its value in the next year, even 
if the "economy” holds together, so I would rather my "written down" amount be in 
some other unit of value. It would not be very effective to lay claim to a certain 
number of worthless government debt-markers. Gold and silver are better 
possibilities, or perhaps shares in a gold holding fund (another thing I’d like to 
explain - a low-risk, high-convenience way to protect yourself from the dollar 
collapse). 

It will, take me a while to consolidate & close out my 5 different accounts — 
perhaps a month or more, and I'd rather not rush — but I would like to return to 
MHFM before that is all finished. Perhaps that can be arranged? 



Then there are material things. It is troublesome and not very lucrative to try to 
sell or dispose of them, so I’m sending you a list of the major items. Let me know 
which you would like to have at the monastery (by number, if you like) and I will 
bring them. 

My advice is for you to take anything that could be useful, because most of 
these things are hard to sell for any decent money, or even to get rid of. 

1. Nissan Sentra 2000 sedan, 4DR, FWD, runs very well 

2. Nissan Truck 1986 - small & dented, but well built & runs well 

3. Double bed (frame, box springs, mattress) with sheets, blanket, bedspread 

4. Single bed (frame, box springs, mattress) with sheets, blanket, bedspread 

5. Laser printer - black & white, fast, fairly new 

6. Desk - large, 3 working surfaces, U-shaped, built-in keyboard rack, file 

cabinet, shelf 

I . Bicycle -.excellent condition, new 

8. Clothes (?) 

9. Towels - bathroom & kitchen - good condition 

10. Books - religion, literature, "classics" in serious thought, science textbooks 

II. Kitchen table - wooden, seats 4-6, four chairs (one with bad leg) 

12. Office chairs (2) 

13. Lawn mower - push model 

14. Gas cans (2 or 3) - 5 gallon 

15. Kerosene heater 

16. Yard rake - metal 

17. Push broom - heavy duty 

18. VCR & DVD player/recorder 

19.. Computer stuff - 200+- GB external hard disk, DVD burner double layer, flat 
screen monitor w/TV reception, various power strips & gadgets 
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20. Lamps - green, 2 

21. Furniture - matching set: 1 nightstand, 1 coffee table (low & wide), 1 long 
narrow table, 1 chair-side table 

22. Sleeping bags-(2) 

23. Tent {3-man) 

24 . File cabinet (2-drawer) with personal files 

25. Bookcase - 6' x 4', wooden, well-made 

26. Bookcase - 4' x 3', wooden, well-made 

27. Recliner - smallest model La-z-boy 

28. Stereo system - 5 disc changer, tape player, 2 speakers - the cheap kind 

29. Utility-room shelving - metal frame, easily disassembled, 5 wood shelves 

30. Kitchen items - full set of silverware, plates, bowls, knives, pots & pans, 
spices, etc. 

31. Food - emergency tub with pasta, flour, canned vegetables, bottled water 

32. Trumpet 

33. Hard-shell suitcase 

Thanks, 

Eric 
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Most Holy Family Monastery 

Oblates of St. Jude 
261 Cross Keys Road, R.D. 2 

Berlin, New Jersey 08009 (609) 767-1593 


This is to Certify that 


giC ki Dt Mr. l L) 

(name) 


of 2 FtF Nffr&P fjH_ U- /- XI ,PA /-/rr. 3 , > p* A _ _ have entered 

(place) (State) 

this house, called (Oblates of Saint Jude / Most Holy Family 
Monastery) in the Borough of Pine Hill, Camden County, State of New 
Jersey under the following conditions 

While I remain in this place, i.e. (Oblates of Saint Jude), or 
any house attached to (Oblates of Saint Jude), my substanence and 
education In the community are to be held as just equivalents for my 
labor, and no accounts are be kept between myself and the community, 
and no claim for wage or salary is be understood as accruing to me in 
case of subsequent withdrawal or dismissal. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal 


Signed in presence of: 


(Official 


of Community) 


(L.S) 


(personal name) 


/ f 9Z 
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Most Holy Family Monastery 

Oblates of St. Jude 

261 Cross Keys Rd. 

Berlin, NJ. 08009 (609) 767-1593 


This is to certify that I — KHiiiiL. jD.--■£__ 

of H2-A //ev£{{ ^tfa-.Mri e i-J JJ'J 7 c •, _ 

(place) (State) 

have entered this house, called (Oblates of St. Jude/ Most Holy Family Monastery) in the Borough of 
Pine Hill. Camden County, State of New Jersey under the following conditions: 

While I remain in this place, i.e. (Oblates of Saint Jude), or any house attached to (Oblates of St. Jude), 
or Queen of Angels in New York, my substanence and education in the community are to be held as just 
equivalents for my labor, and no accounts are to be kept between myself and the community, and no claim for 
wage or salary is to be understood as accruing to me in case of subsequent withdrawal or dismissal. 


Signed in the presence of 

(Superior, Official of Community) 


? / 


(L.S.) 1 -T 


(personal name) 


Most Holy Family Monastery * 4425 Schneider Rd. Fillmore, NY. 14735 * 716-567-4433 
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Most Holy Family Monastery 


(716) 567-4433 
(800) 275-1126 


This is to certify that I 


K- L.x 


i i 






of:. 


■i Q(r, 






Vc 




1c i 


(place) (City) (State) (Zip Code) 

have entered this house, called (Most Holy Family Monastery) in Fillmore, NY. under the following 
conditions: 


While I remain in this place, i.e. (Most Holy Family Monastery), or any house attached to (Most Holy 
Family Monastery), in New York, my subsistence and education at this place(Most Holy Family Monastery) 
are to be held as just equivalents for my labor, and no accounts are to be kept between myself and the commu¬ 
nity, and no claim for wage or salary is to be understood as accruing to me if I were to leave or I were to be 
dismissed from Most Holy Family Monastery by the President / Superior / Director. I also agree not to sue, for 
any reason whatsoever. Most Holy Family Monastery, any members of Most Holy Family Monastery, or any 
persons that may be living on the property of Most Holy Family Monastery(either at 4425 Schneider Rd. or 
4479 Schneider Rd. Fillmore, NY. 14735) I also agree to not hold Most Holy Family Monastery, any members 
of the community of Most Holy Family Monastery, or any persons living on the land of Most Holy Family 
Monastery liable for anything that may happen to me while I remain at Most Holy Family Monastery or any¬ 
thing that may happen to me while engaged in help or work on the property and grounds of Most Holy Family 
Monastery. 

Signed in the presence of: 


_ _ ^ ^ 

~//7>v L * y/^ c ft - 


Bro. Michael Dimond O.S.B ‘ 

legal name: Frederick R. Dimond 
(President/ Director / Superior, Official of Community 



Date of signing:_ 




Legal Signature.^ J.U.L+. jLzJt 


Date of signing: I If if 


Most Holy Family Monastery * 4425 Schneider Rd. Fillmore, NY. 14735 * 716-567-4433 
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Most Holy Family Monastery 


This is to certify that I, Michael Lipscomb of 317 North Main 
Apt #7 Gladewater, TX. 75647 am entering this house, called 
Most Holy Family Monastery (located at 4425 Schneider Rd. 
Fillmore, NY. 14735) in the state of New York, my substance 
and education in the community are to be held as just 
equivalents for my labor, and no accounts are to be kept between 
myself and the community, and no claim for wage or salary is to 
be understood as accruing to me in the case of subsequent 
withdrawal or dismissal. I also do not hold the superior or any 
one else responsible for any accidents or injuries that might 
occur while in the community of Most Holy Family Monastery. I 
also agree that I, Michael Lipscomb will not take any legal 
action against Most Holy Family Monastery, its superior (Bro. 
Michael Dimond/ Frederick R. Dimond), or any of the other 
members of the community for any reason whatsoever. 


Signed by Frederick R. Dimond/ Bro. Michael Dimond 


Superior of Most Holy Monastery 


Michael Lipscomb 




date- 


> 0 h/oC 



---date 




(with this signaturel agree to the abo^e terms and conditionsand accept them) 
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Most Holy Family Monastery 


This is to certify that I, Joseph George Myers of 900 Las 
Lomas Dr. Apt A-l La Habra, CA. 90o31-2269 am entering this 
house, called Most Holy Family Monastery (located at 4425 
Schneider Rd. Fillmore, NY. 14735) in the state of New York. 
My substance and education in the community are to be held as 

• . • i r i i i . ' . i i 


salary is to oe understood as accruing to me in the case of 
subsequent withdrawal or dismissal. 1 also do not hold the 
superior (or future persons who function as superior) or any one 
else responsible for any accidents or injuries that might occur 
while in the community of Most Holy Family Monastery. I also 
agree that I, Joseph Myers will not take any legal action against 
Most Holy Family Monastery, its superior (Bro. Michael 
Dimond/ Frederick R. Dimond) or future persons who act as 
superior, or any of the other members of the community for any 
reason whatsoever. 


Signed by Frederick R. Dimond/ Bro. Michael Dimond 


Superior of Most Holy Monastery 
Joseph George Myers — 


date— 


lhl» 7 


VS, 






(with this signature! agree to the above terms and conditions and accept them) 
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Most 



Holy Family Monastery 


Eric Hoyle 
4425 Schneider Rd. 

Fillmore, NY. 14735 

March 27, 2006 

Dear Eric, 

Thank you for your generous donation. This letter 
acknowledges receipt by Most Holy Family Monastery on 
November 3, 2005 of your donation of 1 million 45 
thousand shares of Guinor stock worth $1,233,100.00 
USD . We also acknowledge that Most Holy Family 
Monastery provided no goods or services in exchange for 
this contribution. (This acknowledgment is necessary in 
accordance with the tax law for a single gift of $250.00 or 
more. Please retain this letter with your cancelled checks 
for your tax records.) Thank you, once again, for your 
generous donation. 


Sincerely in Jesus Christ, 

Bro. Michael Dimond, O.S.B. 
Superior 
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Subject: Tax info 
From: "Michael Trawick" 

Date: 4/4/2006 2:59 PM 

To: "Eric E. Hoyle \(Yahoo\)" <eric_hoyle@yahoo.com>, "Eric E. Hoyle \(UNC\)" 
<ehoyle@alumni.unc.edu> 

Eric, 

I've received your tax information. I will try to get back to you as soon as possible to let you what checks 
I'll need to go with extension requests. 

I need your assistance with one big issue before I can proceed, however. I cannot find the Most Holy 
Family Monastery in the Internal Revenue Service list of Approved Organizations, raising the question of 
whether the monastery is, or is affiliated with, a 501(c)(3) organization. The web site for the monastery 
provides a donation mechanism, but appears to be silent as to the deductibility of donations. If no 
determination has ever been obtained, and the monastery is not affiliated with and organization which 
has obtained such a determination, your gift to the monastery will not be deductible for federal income tax 
purposes. Of even greater concern, the transfer could, under certain circumstances, represent a gift 
that is taxable to you under gift tax statute. 

Can you obtain and provide to me a copy of the determination letter or ruling which provides that the 
Most Holy Family Monastery can receive deductible charitable contributions under the Internal Revenue 
Code? 

More questions: during our discussions last year, you indicated that there were future dates at which you 
could reclaim assets you transferred to the monastery, which you designated as your own - was all of 
your gift last year irrevocaby transferred to the monastery, or can you reclaim it later? If you can reclaim 
the assets, under what circumstances? To whose benefit does the income from the assets inure? 

Please get back to me re: the above, so I can proceed with projections at this end. 

Regards, 

Michael 

PS. I'll also be in touch with you post-4/17, but before the end of April, to discuss the most efficient way 
to transfer the assets from the trust that terminates at the end of May to you. 
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Subject: Re: Tax info 
From: "Michael Trawick" 

Date: 4/6/2006 8:19 AM 

To: "Eric Hoyle" <ericJioyle@yahoo.com> 


Eric, 

I received the information faxed by Brother Michael., attesting to the tax-exempt status of 
MHFM for New York State tax purposes. If MFHM is claiming exemption as a church., it is 
indeed considered exempt under IRC Section 501(c)(3)., whether it has filed Form 1023 with 
the Internal Revenue Service requesting a determination letter, or not. In consequence, I 
can deduct as charitable contributions on your 2005 returns amounts you transferred to MFIFM 
during 2005, under the following conditions: 

1. You **must** obtain from MFIFM a written acknowledgment describing the assets 
transferred, and the date of the gift, that indicates you received no goods or services 
(other than intangible religious benefits) in exchange for your gift to MFIFM, in order to 
claim a tax deduction for the charitable gift. 

2. No deduction can be claimed for funds to which you still have any legal claim. In other 
words, if MFIFM is bound by legal agreement with you to return any assets you claim in the 
event you do not complete your novitiate, you cannot deduct the contribution of those 
assets until you no longer have such a claim. The gift must be complete, for legal 
purposes, in order for you to claim a tax deduction for same. If, on the other hand, the 
assets you transferred irrevocably belong to MFIFM upon transfer, and will only be returned 
to you at the discretion of MFIFM, even if you demand return of the assets, then you do have 
a completed gift, and a charitable deduction. The distinction here is more than semantics; 
you must have given up all ability to **enforce** control of the assets to claim the 
deduction, but you may retain the ability to request the assets back and still claim the 
deduction, as long as MFIFM has the ability (even if not the inclination) to decline your 
request. Note that if the deduction is claimed, and any portion of the assets are 
subsequently returned to you, you will realize income to the extent of the value of the 
assets reclaimed. 

The gift to Biblical Foundations International (Gerry Matatics) will be a taxable gift for 
gift tax purposes, and will require a gift tax return (although no tax will be due) unless 
the gift was to Gerry and his wife. I briefly reviewed his web site yesterday to confirm 
the tax status of BFI. 

I will prepare tax projections this morning, estimating the amount of tax due for 2005 with 
and without a charitable deduction for the assets transferred to MFIFM, so that I'll know 
what parameters I'm dealing with. In the meantime, please speak with Brother Michael and 
ascertain what portion of your transfer last year you and he believe represents a 
deductible charitable contribution under the aforementioned constraints. Also, once you 
have made that determination, please arrange for preparation of an acknowledgment with the 
"no goods or services..." language, and hav a copy faxed to me at 336-765-0272 for your 
files here. 

Regards, 

Michael 
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- Original Message - From: "Eric Hoyle" <eric hoyle@yahoo.com> 

To: "Michael Trawick" 

Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2006 2:57 PM 
Subject: Re: Tax info 


Michael, 

I mentioned the question of 501(c)(3) certification to Brother 
Michael, our superior, and he is faxing you some paperwork that 
certifies MHFM's tax exempt status in New York State. Hopefully it 
will be sufficient. Bro. Michael says he has not applied for a federal 
certificate and number, but that these are optional and would not 
establish tax-exempt status, only attest it further. 

It would be possible for me to reclaim gifts if I were to leave the 
monastery at the conclusion of my novitiate. Sept. 27, or possibly at 
an earlier time if I were to leave (there is no vow to finish out the 
novitiate, if one chooses to leave). The amount I could reclaim is not 
fixed, but would be at least $50,000 and probably much more. This 
should be a moot point because even if I do leave the monastery, I do 
not envision myself reclaiming the gift. 

The income from the assets I gave goes to the monastery. In fact 
those assets, which were shares of Guinor Gold Corp, have been 
liquidated and invested differently. 

One other thing to call to your attention: as stated in that paperwork 
I sent in, I gave $20,000 cash to an organization called Biblical 
Foundations International (Gerald Matatics, Scranton, PA) which is NOT 
tax-exempt. Perhaps a gift tax liability there. 

Eric 


On Apr 4, 2006, at 2:59 PM, Michael Trawick wrote: 

Eric, 

I've received your tax information. I will try to get back to you as 
soon as possible to let you what checks I'll need to go with extension 
requests. 

I need your assistance with one big issue before I can proceed, 
however. I cannot find the Most Holy Family Monastery in the Internal 
Revenue Service list of Approved Organizations, raising the question of 
whether the monastery is, or is affiliated with, a 501(c)(3) 
organization. The web site for the monastery provides a donation 
mechanism, but appears to be silent as to the deductibility of 
donations. If no determination has ever been obtained, and the 
monastery is not affiliated with and organization which has obtained 
such a determination, your gift to the monastery will not be deductible 
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for federal income tax purposes. Of even greater concern., the transfer 
could, under certain circumstances, represent a gift that is taxable to 
you under gift tax statute. 

Can you obtain and provide to me a copy of the determination letter or 
ruling which provides that the Most Holy Family Monastery can receive 
deductible charitable contributions under the Internal Revenue Code? 

More questions: during our discussions last year, you indicated that 
there were future dates at which you could reclaim assets you 
transferred to the monastery, which you designated as your own - 
was all of your gift last year irrevocaby transferred to the monastery, 
or can you reclaim it later? If you can reclaim the assets, under what 
circumstances? To whose benefit does the income from the assets inure? 

Please get back to me re: the above, so I can proceed with projections 
at this end. 

Regards, 

Michael 

P.S. I'll also be in touch with you post-4/17, but before the end of 
April, to discuss the most efficient way to transfer the assets from 
the trust that terminates at the end of May to you. 
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Subject: Re: Tax info 
From: "Michael Trawick" 

Date: 4/6/2006 5:03 PM 

To: "Eric Hoyle" <eric_hoyle@yahoo.com> 


Eric, 

I would prefer that the acknowledgment for the $750,000 completed gift indicate only the 
shares comprising the $750,000 gift; I think a separate document could spell out the 
arrangements for the remaining portion of the assets transferred. If you're asked for 
documentation supporting the gift, which is quite likely, a separate acknowledgment of the 
completed portion of the transfer will provide a cleaner trail for the examiner. 

No tax will be payable now for the incomplete portion of the transfer, nor will any tax be 
assessed when that portion is completed. 

Michael 

- Original Message - From: "Eric Hoyle" <eric hoyle@vahoo.com> 

To: "Michael Trawick" 

Sent: Thursday, April 06, 2006 4:59 PM 
Subject: Re: Tax info 


Michael, 

The portion we have decided upon as a "completed gift" is $750,000. I think the 
acknowledgment letter should state the total amount given, in shares and in US dollars, 
then state "of this amount, $750,000 is a completed gift". Is this correct? 

Also, I am curious whether any tax is payable now for the incomplete portion of the gift 
(roughly $450,000). 

Eric 


On Apr 6, 2006, at 8:19 AM, Michael Trawick wrote: 

Eric, 

I received the information faxed by Brother Michael, attesting to the tax-exempt status 
of MHFM for New York State tax purposes. If MFHM is claiming exemption as a church, it is 
indeed considered exempt under IRC Section 501(c)(3), whether it has filed Form 1025 with 
the Internal Revenue Service requesting a determination letter, or not. In consequence, I 
can deduct as charitable contributions on your 2005 returns amounts you transferred to 
MHFM during 2005, under the following conditions: 

1. You **must** obtain from MHFM a written acknowledgment describing the assets 
transferred, and the date of the gift, that indicates you received no goods or services 
(other than intangible religious benefits) in exchange for your gift to MHFM, in order to 
claim a tax deduction for the charitable gift. 
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Most Holy Family Monastery 


Eric Hoyle 
4425 Schneider Rd. 
Fillmore, NY. 14735 


April 7, 2006 

Dear Eric, 

Thank you for your generous donation. This letter 
acknowledges receipt by Most Holy Family Monastery on 
November 3, 2005 of your donation of 635,593 shares of Guinor 
stock worth $750,000.00 USD . We also acknowledge that Most 
Holy Family Monastery provided no goods or services in 
exchange for this contribution. (This acknowledgment is 
necessary in accordance with the tax law for a single gift of 
$250.00 or more. Please retain this letter with your cancelled 
checks for your tax records.) Thank you, once again, for your 
generous donation. 


Sincerely inJesi 


it, 


Bro. Michael Dimona7U.S.B. 
Superior 
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Subject: Important 
From: Mhfm1@aol.com 
Date: 1/2/2008 10:25 AM 
To: eric_hoyle@yahoo.com 
CC: ehoyle@alumni.unc.edu 

Dear Eric: 

This letter concerns the call you made to us yesterday and the actions you have 
taken. You have clearly engaged in unlawful and criminal activity regarding Most 
Holy Family Monastery. You claim that you are owed $483,000. You attempted 
(without my permission, permission which you said you would get before you 
made any purchases or sales of shares) to sell all of our shares of CEF (60,000). 

Therefore, you tried to sell even more shares than the value of what you falsely 
believe that you were owed - $483,000. You then tried to transfer the 
monastery's money to yourself. This is definitely criminal activity (more on this 
below). 

Moreover, in an e-mail which you sent to us on 8/30/05 (which I have a copy of), 
you wrote the following: "2. I plan to give the vast majority of my holdings 
as an outright gift. As for the part that would be written down under my 
name and would revert to me if I departed, perhaps around $30,000? 
Even that sounds excessive, but it comes to mind as a small portion of what I 
am accustomed to having. Give me your thoughts on this." 

Further, when I signed a donation letter for $750,000 that was after I had already 
signed the letter for your 1.2 million dollar donation mentioned below. At the 
time of the former letter, you told me that we would be getting from you another 
about one million dollars in a matters of weeks (in May of 2006). When some 
time passed, you claimed that you were mistaken and you were not getting the 
about one million until May 2016. Of course that drastic change in the amount of 
money which you said would be donated to the monastery necessarily altered the 
picture of what the monastery could possibly give back to you down the line. No 
specific agreement as to how much money you would get back was ever made 
anyway. 

So, to summarize, when you gave us your donation, I signed a donation letter 
(which I have copy of) which mentioned the donation from you for $1,233,100. 

You knew the amount of money which the Guinor stocks which you gave to us 
were worth was $1,233,100 USD. You even told me to add the "USD" to the 
letter. You told me that $1,233,100 USD was the amount of money that was 
going to be donated and therefore to be added to the donation receipt. And the 
Guinor stocks equaling that amount had been transferred to Most Holy Family 
Monastery, thus proving that you donated the money. The letter also says that 
"We also acknowledge that Most Holy Family Monastery provided no goods or 
services in exchange for this contribution." This devastates any argument that we 
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owe you any money. I never agreed to give you back $483,000. You transferred 
the funds to Most Holy Family Monastery without any guarantee or agreement 
that you would get back "x" amount of dollars. 

In addition, the pace of spending to advertise our website can cost close to one 
thousand dollars per day. And you certainly agreed that to use the money very 
aggressively, as we were, in order to spread the message, was a good thing to do 
and bearing fruits. In fact, as I told you, if we were to keep up the pace of 
spending that we are currently engaged in, we might completely run out of most 
of the money in a matter of a few years. You never said, "hold on, don't spend 
that money because you have to leave V amount of dollars in case I leave." No, 
you were totally in favor of the advertising campaign. This further renders the 
claim that you were owed any specific amount of money, let alone hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, ridiculous, hypocritical and totally false. There was no 
agreement that you were owed any money; you were in favor of the monastery 
aggressively spending money; and now you want large sums of money back and 
even illegally attempted to steal the monastery's money and transfer it to 
yourself. 

It's also interesting that not long before you so abruptly left our monastery on 
Dec. 31, 2007, you said that you planned to die here. You said that you were 
very happy here. But all that seemed to change on Dec. 31, 2007, the very day 
that our monastery transferred the funds to Scott Trade. Isn't that interesting? 

The very first day you thought you had the opportunity to (unlawfully) move the 
monastery's money to yourself, you attempted to do so. You wanted to take the 
monastery's money and run. But the action was illegal and your unlawful plan 
was foiled. 

Moreover, and this is extremely significant , you made it very clear in our recent 
conversation that, on the night before you left, you became convinced that you 
are not a true monk and that we don't have a true monastery. You decided to 
leave Most Holy Family Monastery. Now, the Scott Trade papers which I allowed 
you to sign made it very clear that you can only function as a "monk" of Most 
Holy Family Monastery; it also lists your name under "Bro. Edmund." But a 
monk of Most Holy Family Monastery is something you did not claim or 
believe you were at the time of vour unlawful sale of the shares . Only 
people who believed they are monks of Most Holy Family Monastery 
(which you believed that you weren't at the very time you did this) were 
permitted to make any transactions. You therefore attempted to 
criminally and fraudulently claim to be a monk of the monastery - after 
you had already left the monastery - in order to transfer the monastery's 
money to yourself. The exact thing which you tried to do was to make a 
"withdrawal." You tried to illegally get a check issued to you from our account, 
after you were no longer a monk of Most Holy Family Monastery and after you 
had departed from Most Holy Family Monastery. This is a criminal action. 
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In addition, the fact that you even sold the shares, when I didn't want them sold, 
has cost us a large amount of money. For the CEF share price has gone way up. 
Besides the criminal charges we are poised to file against you, we are entitled to 
a claim against you for that. 

Moreover, the decision which you reached, that you were going to leave, was 
made just a matter of hours before you left. Obviously it was because you 
wanted to try to run away with the monastery's money. You even admitted to us 
on the phone that you decision was made the night or morning that you decided 
to leave. You even said that you're still looking into and you haven't ironed out 
all some of the disagreements you have with us. Well, you knew the transfer of 
our account was going to take place any day, and on that day money became 
"accessible" to you for the first time in many years. So you went ahead with your 
illegal plan. Therefore your sudden theological disagreements, which you had 
never mentioned before in 2 years, are simply an excuse to leave and do your 
"own thing" when you thought you could leave with our money. 

In fact, we have e-mails which you wrote from just about a week before your 
illegal action of Dec. 31 which demonstrate your commitment to the monastery's 
work. 

Furthermore, you left abruptly, without giving me any notice. You were handling 
a number of different things here at the monastery. You gave absolutely no 
warning to us that you were planning to leave or that you had made a huge 
trade, obviously because of the criminal plan you devised. You did not inform me 
of the state of the many activities (orders, portions of the website you were 
working on, other things), which I had you involved with. We're also missing 
numerous things, including the expensive Google instrument (for copying files) 
which you are using, which was sent to Most Holy Family Monastery by Google. 
Saint Among Savages, which you were reading, is also missing. You must give 
these items back or let us know where these items are if you have not taken 
them. Flave you also stolen our mailing list or other files/records? 

In addition, you still have not given us specifics on what you may have charged to 
our accounts, what things you took from the monastery, what you have charged 
to monastery credit cards, this new phone system info, where you put things 
critical to the monastery, etc. This has caused us great hardship. 

In spite of your outrageously fraudulent and criminal activity, we pray for your 
conversion. You saw, read about and talked to people from all over the world 
who have converted through our monastery. You saw that lives have been totally 
changed because of our information. You were convinced of the veracity of our 
message for the entire time of your stay monastery, until the day before the 
funds were transferred. Your newfound theological positions are drastically 
flawed and were not arrived at with pure motives. You are probably already 
seriously doubting whether they are correct because they are not. 
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We are saddened by what has transpired, but now we must move on with our 
lives. Considering the illegal activity you have chosen to engage in, if we do not 
here from you in the next day or two as to what your plans are, we can file 
criminal (and legal) charges against you. We certainly don't want to do this, but 
you might give us no choice. 

If you want to resolve this in a way that is most beneficial to you, send back the 
items mentioned above or tell us where they are. Moreover, indicate that you will 
not pursue any legal action against Most Holy Family Monastery or its members. 


If you do this, we have no intention of pursuing criminal charges, etc. against 
you. We'd rather move on with our lives. However, if we have any problems 
whatsoever with you in the future, such as interfering with our activity or a 
lawsuit you might file for the money you wrongly think is yours, we will without 
question press criminal charges to the fullest extent. Further, we will defeat your 
nonexistent case in court, and further document how you committed clear 
criminal actions, such as making unauthorized sales and an attempted 
"withdrawal" after you had departed from Most Holy Family Monastery. 

Let us know in a day or two what you are planning to do regarding this matter. If 
we don't hear from you, we will conclude that you intend to pursue some sort of 
action or claim against us and we will therefore act in the manner describe above, 
with full documentation of your illegal activity. 

Moreover, if you change your position, or are seriously doubting that you did the 
right thing (which you didn't), feel free to contact us. Our desire is your salvation 
and we'd be happy to resolve this as peacefully as possible. Contacting us via 
e-mail is probably best, but a telephone call may or may not be answered. You 
can leave your phone number on the answering machine if we are not available to 
pick up. 


Bro. Michael Dimond 


See AOL's top rated recipes and easy ways to stay in shape for winter. 
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February 28, 19 63 


Mx, Joseph, A. Natale 
1012 Surrey Road 
Somerdale , New Jersey 


Dear Mr. Natale: 

I am grateful to you for your letter 
of February 19. in which, you informed me of 
your noble desire and high, goal of founding a 
religions congregation for handicapped men. 

As you requested, I wrote to Msgr. 
Tolino, telling him that you should be encouraged. 
If your great desire can be realised, 1 am sure 
that you will proceed carefully, under the guidance 
of His lisccellency, the Archbishop. 

You probably heard of the fire we had 
at St* Vincent. Much of our building has been de¬ 
stroyed, including the brothers* area near the 
tailor shop* Some of the brothers lost practically 
everything in the fire. Your prayers for os will 
be deeply appreciated. 

My kindest personal regards, and 
may God bless you, and prosper you on towards 
your goal. 

Very sincerely in Christ, 


Rt. Rev. Denis Strittmatter , QSB 
Archabbot 
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Rupp, Baase, Pfalzcraf, 
Cunningham Coppola llc 

Attorneys at Law 

Stephanie G. Elliott 

elliott@ruppbaase.com 


March 22, 2010 


1600 Liberty Building 
Buffalo, New York 14202 

Phone (716) 854-3400 
Fax (716) 332-0336 
www.ruppbaase.com 


VIA CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Recipient's address redacted 


Dear [Name redacted] 

Re: Most Holy Family Monastery 

We represent Most Holy Family Monastery, Bro. Michael Dimond, and 
Bro. Peter Dimond. My clients have informed me that you have been defaming and harassing 
them. Evidence of this behavior exists not only in communications you have had with 
Most Holy Family Monastery but also in communications with others. I have reviewed an e- 
mail you sent to my clients as it contains false and defamatory statements about my clients 
including but not limited to your direction that they "return all of the money that is not [theirs].” 

These defamatory' statements relate to my clients' business practices and, as such, 
constitute defamation per se. You are hereby directed to immediately cease this conduct. 
Specifically, you are directed to abstain from posting and/or otherwise communicating 
defamatory statements about my clients in any fashion whatsoever. If you do not immediately 
cease such conduct, my clients will consider pursuing all available action against you. including 
a lawsuit for injunctive relief and money damages. 

I trust that this correspondence is self-explanatory and that you immediately will 
comply with this request. 



Very truly yours. 

Stephanie G. Elliott 


cc: Brother Michael Dimond 


Other Offices 

Amherst ■ 2495 Kensington Avenue, Amherst, New York 14226 ■ Tel (716) 362-0991 ■ Fax (716) 362-0995 
Rochester ■ 3300 Monroe Avenue, Suite 312. Rochester. New York 14618 ■ Tel (585) 381-3400 ■ Fax (585) 381-6219 
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